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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 10/28/05, and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1-52 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-52 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1, line 11, "documents" should be document -; 
Claim 27, line 2, "a patient" should be - said patient --; and 
Claim 49, line 3, "a patient" should be - said patient --. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Rozen et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,073,106 (hereinafter Rozen) in view of James et al. U.S. 

Patent No. 6,742,161 (James). 

4. With respect to claim 1 , Rozen discloses a system (col. 5, lines 19-41 ) 
comprising: 

means for receiving various types of information from a plurality of corresponding 
sources of said information via facsimile devices, said facsimile devices configured to 
transmit a facsimile image of a document containing said various types of information 
(col. 6, lines 12-67) along identification information thereon, said identification 
information used to associate said document with an account (col. 9, lines 20-25); 

means for communicating with an interactive user device (medical care giver or 
emergency facility requester in col. 8, lines 14-64); and 

a processor coupled to said interactive user device via Internet and to said 
facsimile device via a public-switched telephone network, wherein said processor is 
further configured to receive from said facsimile device a transmission of said facsimile 
image of said documents and said identification information, said processor configured 
to store said facsimile image of said document in a database location relating to said 
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account associated with said identification information (col. 9, lines 20-25) and to 
provide to an authorized user of said interactive user device, upon request at any time, 
access to said facsimile image of said document (col. 8, lines 33-64). 

Further, Examiner notes that transmitting facsimile data via PSTN to the recipient 
is well known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Rozen, however, does not disclose explicitly that the facsimile devices transmit 
the document along with a separate facsimile form having a coded information thereon, 
said coded information used to associate said document with the account. 

James, the same field of endeavor of the facsimile image/document 
transmission, discloses a system for transmitting the facsimile image/document along 
with a separate form having a coded information thereon, said coded information used 
to associate said document with an account (col. 6, lines 40-56). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to implement the method of detecting a barcode on a facsimile cover sheet of 
James into the system of Rozen. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to correctly identify the 
source of document using the well-known barcode method. It would have further 
reduced the number of human errors. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Rozen with James obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1. 
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5. With respect to claim 2, Rozen discloses the system according to claim 1 , 
wherein said various types of information is various types of medical record (col. 6, lines 
49-65). 

6. With respect to claim 3, James discloses that said coded-associated information 
material comprises barcode (col. 6, lines 40-65). 

7. With respect to claim 4, read col. 6, lines 40-65 of James. 

8. With respect to claim 5, read col. 6, lines 40-65 of James. 

9. With respect to claim 6, read col. 6, lines 40-65 of James. 

10. With respect to claim 7, read col. 6, lines 40-65 of James and col. 9, lines 20-25 
of Rozen. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 8, read col. 5, lines 58-67 of Rozen. 

12. With respect to claim 9, read col. 6, lines 40-65 of James and col. 9, lines 20-25 
of Rozen. 

13. With respect to claim 10, read col. 6, lines 1-1 1 & lines 49-65 of Rozen. 

14. With respect to claim 1 1 , read col. 7, lines 35-39 of Rozen & col. 6, lines 40-65 of 
James. 

15. With respect to claim 12, read col. 7, lines 35-39 of Rozen & col. 6, lines 40-65 of 
James. 

16. With respect to claim 13, read col. 7, lines 35-39 of Rozen & col. 6, lines 40-65 of 
James. 

17. With respect to claim 14, read col. 8, lines 14-64 of Rozen. 
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18. With respect to claim 15, read col. 7, lines 35-39 of Rozen & col. 6, lines 40-65 of 
James. Further, since the encryption technique is used for the security purposes, it 
would have been obvious to include the decryption module to decrypt the encrypted 
data upon detecting that the recipient is an authorized viewer of the document. 

19. With respect to claim 16, read col. 7, lines 35-39 of Rozen & col. 6, lines 40-65 of 
James. Further, since the encryption technique is used for the security purposes, it 
would have been obvious to include the decryption module to decrypt the encrypted 
data upon detecting that the recipient is an authorized viewer of the document. 



20. With respect to claim 17, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. Also, read col. 8, lines 59-64 of Rozen. 

21 . With respect to claim 18, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, 
are applicable. 

22. With respect to claim 19, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, 
are applicable. 

23. With respect to claim 20, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 5, 
are applicable. 

24. With respect to claim 21 , arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

25. With respect to claim 22, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 2, 
are applicable. 



Application/Control Number: 09/664,969 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2622 

26. With respect to claim 23, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, 
are applicable. 

27. With respect to claim 24, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 4, 
are applicable. 

28. With respect to claim 25, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 5, 
are applicable. 

29. With respect to claim 26, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 6, 
are applicable. 

30. With respect to claim 27, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 7, 
are applicable. 

31 . With respect to claim 28, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 8, 
are applicable. 

32. With respect to claim 29, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 9, 
are applicable. 

33. With respect to claim 30, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 10, 
are applicable. 

34. With respect to claim 31 , arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 1 , 
are applicable. 

35. With respect to claim 32, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 12, 
are applicable. 

36. With respect to claim 33, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 13, 
are applicable. 
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37. With respect to claim 34, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 14, 
are applicable. 

38. With respect to claim 35, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 15, 
are applicable. 

39. With respect to claim 36, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 16, 
are applicable. 

40. With respect to claim 37, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

41 . With respect to claim 38, read col. 6, lines 40-55 of James. 

42. With respect to claim 39, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, 
are applicable. 

43. With respect to claim 40, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 4, 
are applicable. 

44. With respect to claim 41 , arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 



45. 


With respect to claim 42, 


read col. 6, line 23 of Rozen (insurance coverage). 


46. 


With respect to claim 43, 


read col. 6, 


lines 1-3 of Rozen. 


47. 


With respect to claim 44, 


read col. 5, 


lines 49-67 of Rozen. 


48. 


With respect to claim 45, 


read col. 6, 


lines 12-32 & col. 8, lines 14-64 of Rozen. 


49. 


With respect to claim 46, 


read col. 6, 


lines 12-32 & col. 8, lines 14-64 of Rozen. 


50. 


With respect to claim 47, 


read col. 5, 


lines 49-67 of Rozen. 


51. 


With respect to claim 48, 


read col. 6, 


lines 1-3 of Rozen. 
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52. With respect to claim 49, read col. 7, lines 1-3 & lines 40-67 of Rozen. 

53. With respect to claim 50, read col. 7, lines 1-3 & lines 40-67 of Rozen. 

Claims 51 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Rozen and James as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Sheehan et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,311,163 (hereinafter Sheehan). 

54. With respect to claims 51 and 52, the combination discloses the system as 
claimed in claim 1, but it does not disclose explicitly a second coded information 
corresponding to a second account in said processor, whereby said same facsimile 
image of said original document is stored in said account associated with said coded 
information and said second account associated with said second coded information. 

Sheehan, the same field of endeavor of the network medical data exchange 
system, teaches a method for authorizing a second party with a second account to 
access the same medical information data stored associated with a first account (col. 4, 
lines 40-57). 

Moreover, James teaches the method of communicating ID information using a 
barcode. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the Sheehan method for accessing the same medical information 
by the second party into the system taught by the combination of Rozen and James. 
Further, it would have been obvious to implement the barcode method to 
identify/associate the user with appropriate medical data. 
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The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to permit the patient's 
doctor to access the patient's medical record by using the second account associated 
with the doctor. Moreover, by authorizing the second account to access the same 
medical data, it would provide a speedy access of the medical record to the doctor. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine three references to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 51 and 52. 

Conclusion 

55. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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56. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Chan S. Park 
Examiner 



csp 

January 17, 2006 
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